
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

ORDER NO. 88-096
UPDATED WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENrS

UNOCAL CHEMICALS DIVISION
UNOCAL CORroRATION
RODEO, CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

The california Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay
Region (hereinafter called the Board) finds that:

1. The Board on July 15, 1987 adopted Order No. 87-082, Waste Discharge
Requirements for Unocal Chemicals Division of Unocal Corporation, a
coke calcining operation. The facility operates two surface
impoundments which receive wastewater consisting of stonnwater runoff
and make up water, water used for dust control and minor amounts of
cocling tower blowdown. The first of these ilnpoundments is concrete
lined and serves to collect and ,allow recovery of coke particles.
This pond overflows into pond 2, a clay lined pond from which the water
is recycled for plant operations. The Order requires the discharger to
comp.Ly with or apply for exemptions to the construction, siting, and
operating requirements for the surface ilnpoundments in acocrdance with
Title 23, Chapter 3, Subchapter 15 of the california Administrative
Code, hereinafter called Subchapter 15.

2. Specification B. 2. of Order 87-082 states that the surface ilnpoundments
shall be operated to ensure that wastes will be a minimum of five feet
above the highest anticipated elevation of the underlying groundwater.
An exception to this may be granted by the Board based on a
demonstration submitted by the discharger pursuant to Section 2510(b)
and (c) of Subchapter 15.

3. Provision C.3., a. and b. of Order No. 87-082 have been met by the
discharger by data submitted to demonstrate COlllpliance with Prohibition
A.3. and Specifications B.l through B.ll. in his application for an
exception.

4. The discharger submitted a letter and supporting data, dated April 14,
1988 requesting an exemption to Specification B.2. and B.8. The
discharger demonstrated that COlllpliance with the geologic siting
criteria of Section 2530 (c) of Subchapter 15, as stated in
Specification B.2. is not feasible because it is unreasonably
burdensome and will cost substantially more than engineered
alternatives. An exception to the liner requirement of Specification
B.8 was requested in accordance with Specification B.ll., based on data
demonstrating that no degradation of subsurface waters is occurring and
on unreasonable cost. Proposed revised roanagment practices will meet
the objectives contained in section 2510 (b) of Subchapter 15, they are
consistent with the performance goal of section 2530 (c) and 2540,
liner requirements, and afford equivalent protection against water


















